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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

• Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 1 1, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) [3 Claim(s) 1-20 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) M Claim(s) 1-20 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
See th^lattached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Claims rejection 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
SEGAWA YUICHI (JP 10134565). 

As for claims 1 ,16,1 8, the Japanese document shows a structure in figure 2 
comprising a memory device having a plurality of word lines (WWL, RWL) and a pair of 
data lines (WBL, RBL), the word and data lines intersecting at intersection points and a 
memory cell accessible by the word and data lines formed as a pixel, but omits the 
functional claim that said distinct world lines may both be active at the same time. 
However, the indefinite statement that they may be active is by default provided by the 
prior art since logical memory structures deal with two levels of signals (0 and I) and 
both signals considered active because they contain valid data that can be used by the 
memory structure. 

As for claim 2, duplicating the first pixel guarantees the claimed structure. Please 
note that duplicating a pixel in an array of pixels is normal and in fact the only way to go 
for memory structures. 

As for claims 3-9,13,14-17 the word lines in the prior art are characterized by 
write and read word lines, the data lines composed of read and write data lines, and the 
duplication of the pixel allows the array to assemble as many as pairs a specific 
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memory capacity can handle. As for the latches and sense amplifiers in integration as in 
claims 6-8, all memory structure are provided with such elements to correctly handle 
writing and reading into and from the cells in the array. Further, reading data from a 
latch rather than from a memory cell is not novel since the latch contains the data stored 
in memory by virtue of it being the origin of the written data to begin with. As for claim 
10, the prior art is a three-transistor memory cell. 

As for claims 11,12,19,20 the prior art is generic for the functional language in 
the claim because the structure is a duplicate of the claimed structure unless the 
applicant provides evidence otherwise. And the pluralities of elements that make up a 
single cell in claim 12 are the natural duplicates of the same in a memory array. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Refer to PN: 6,518,620. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fetsum Abraham whose telephone number is: 571-272- 
191 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 - 18:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nathan J Flynn can be reached on 571-272-1915. 




